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REMARKS 

Claim Rejections under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 

Claims 1, 3, 4 and 6 are rejected under 35 UJS.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Hutchinson, Jr. et al. (5,382,177). 

Applicant has canceled claim 1 without prejudice. 

Applicant has amended claim 3 to define over Hutchinson. 

Claim 3, as amended, defines an electrical connector assembly comprising a 
cable end connector and a header connector, the header connector including an 
insulative housing, the housing having a mating surface and providing an 
elongate wall having a surface locating in the same plane as the mating 
surface. 

Obviously, the examiner interprets the receptacle connector 2 also has an 
elongate wall to meet claim 3. However, in the whole specification, including the 
claims and all drawings of Hutchinson, there is no indication of such an elongate 
wall formed on the housing 6 of the receptacle connector 2, Therefore, the 
interpretation of the examiner is incorrect. Claim 3 should be patentable. 

Claim 4 is canceled without prejudice. 
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Applicant has amended claim 6. By such amendments, applicant believes that 
amended claim 6 is now patentable over the cited prior art. Detailed explanations 
are given below. 

Regarding the amended claim 6, an electrical connector assembly comprises a 
cable end connector having a plurality of terminals, a plurality of wires connected 
to rear portions of the terminals and a header connector having a plurality of 
contacts made of metallic material each having an inner section housed in the 
housing and an outer section extending beyond the housing. 

Referring to FIGS. 6 and 7 of Hutchinson, Hutchinson fails to disclose that the 
receptacle connector 2 having a plurality of contacts each having an inner section 
housed in the housing 4 and an outer section extending beyond the housing 4. 

Additionally, applicant believes that combining Mitra et aL with Hutchinson 
can NOT obtain the subject matter as defined in claim 6 for the following 
reasons. 

Referring to FIG 1 and Lines 43-49, CoL 2, Lines 58-61, Col. 1 of Mrtra et ah, 
a connector 1 comprises contact pins 2 having an inner section housed in the 
housing 4 and an outer section extending beyond the housing 4. However, the 
contact pins 2 are formed of metallized plastic members, which means providing 
a metal layer on a predetermined insulating part of the connector 1. Mitra et aL, in 
the object, have strengthened that the invention is to provide a connector which is 
entirely free from separate metal contact members. Obviously, the metallized 
plastic contact pins 2 of the connector 1 of Mitra et aL are different from the 
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contacts made of metallic material as claimed in claim 6. On the other hand, 
Hutchinson never mentions whether or not the receptacle connector 2 is the 
board-mounting connector, or another cable end connector similar to the plug 
connector 4, If the receptacle connector 2 is another cable end connector, it is 
impossible to have the internal corresponding contacts modified to be equipped 
with the solder portions. Therefore, it is unobvious to combine the receptacle 
connector 2 of Hutchinson and the contact pins 2 of Mitra et al. Needless to say, 
such a hypothetical combination is essentially different from the claimed invention. 

Therefore, claim 6 should be patentable. 

Claim Refections under 35 U.S. C 103(a) 

Claims 2 and 5 are rejected under 35 U,S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Hutchinson, Jr. et al. in view of Mitra et al. 

Claim 2 is canceled without prejudice. Claim 5 is believed to be patentable 
for its dependency from claim 3, 

The added claims 7-10 are also patentable for reason of at least their directly or 
indirectly dependency from claim 3 or claim 6. 

In view of the above claim amendments and remarks, the subject application is 
believed to be in a condition for allowance and an action to such effect is earnestly 
solicited. 
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Respectfully submitted, 
WILLIAM E. SPINK JR. 
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